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LONDON: SATURDAY, DECEMBER 13, 1902.

King Edward’s Hospital Fund
for London.

THE splendid success of King Edward’s Hospital Fund
for London is a great encouragement to all those who are

engaged in the relief of the sick and suffering. Many
systems of supporting and of administering hospitals have
been devised and are in operation, but for Englishmen it is
an accepted doctrine that on the whole the best results are
obtained by entire reliance on the generosity of voluntary
contributors ; the latter in their turn have a voice in the

election of the managing body of the institutions, and the

responsibility for the medical and surgical treatment of the

patients rests with honorary non-resident practitioners. By
whatever name this managing body may in individual

cases be known there are very few of them which

have no financial anxieties and no difficulty in making
both ends meet, while in too many instances a

chronic deficit with an overdraft at the bankers’

has to be faced. The devotion of the medical staff

and the business capacity of the administrative element

have nevertheless obtained for English hospitals a reputa-
tion not second to that of any other hospitals in the world,
and it is perhaps conceivable that the necessity of justify-
ing themselves in the eyes of their supporters may supply
a useful stimulus all round-on the one hand quickening 
public interest in the local hospitals and on the other hand ’
conducing to efficient and economical administration. E

Great changes have, however, taken place in hospital 
methods within living memory-changes attributable partly ’%
to the gradual disuse of heroic medication, partly to the c

introduction of anaesthetics, partly to the improvements in 1

the training of nurses introduced by Miss NIGHTINGALE r

and other pioneers in that field, and in a great measure to b

Lord LISTER’S discoveries. It was in Lord LISTER’S wards t.

in the Glasgow Royal Infirmary that antiseptic surgery was r4

evolved in the years 1865 and 1866. Like most innova- t

tions it was opposed by the army of obscurantists : even t,

surgeons of eminence banded themselves together against F

it, and as late as 1879 it was not exempt from futile tc

criticisms at the hands of well-known members of our M

hospital staffs. The public, however, became aware that at

hospital treatment had undergone a change for the better si:

and that hospital patients had more comfort and a better fo

chance of recovery than had many of those who remained at

at home when suffering from injury or disease. Hence a w:

great increase in the popularity of hospitals, unfortunately at

not accompanied by a proportionate generosity as shown th

in the subscription lists, and not always restrained by M,

the reflection on the part of the patient that hospital ar,

treatment is meant for the necessitous classes. Much mf

has been, and is being, accomplished by the Metro-politan Hospital Sunday and Saturday Funds, but more

was required, and in 1897 King EDWARD (then Prince
of WALES) inaugurated his Hospital Fund for London.

The occasion was unique. The Diamond Jubilee of Queen
VICTORIA was held in that year, and the Hospital Fund for
London will long be held in recollection as one of the most

noteworthy events commemorating it. The patronage of

Royalty counts for much in such movements. Fears have

been freely expressed that an addition to the numerous

agencies already appealing to the benevolent would have no
effect in increasing the aggregate flow of contributions, but
these doubts have this year been set at rest by the King’s
Hospital Fund for London distributing &pound;100,000. In the

original scheme of the Fund the freeing of hospitals
from debt was a prominent feature. On the present
occasion, when twice as much money is to be given
away as was given last year, &pound;29,250 will be expended on
the reduction of debt and .f:7450 in rendering available for
patients 112 beds which were unoccupied as a measure of
economy. The balance will be used in necessary structural

improvements and in increased aids to general maintenance.
So judicious an allocation will commend itself to practical
men and will gratify contributors with the knowledge that
their bounty is being well applied. In such a cause all

should give according to their ability ; the humble giver
and the rich man are both welcome alike.

The Annual Meeting of the Royal
College of Surgeons of

England.
v- THE nineteenth annual meeting of the Fellows and

y Members of the Royal College of Surgeons of England
gdiffered but little from most of those which preceded it.

d The same motions were brought forward, the same speakers
expressed their opinions and employed the same arguments,

61 and the results will in all probability be practically identical
y with those obtained in earlier years. Not, indeed, that the
e debates and the resolutions at these annual meetings have
1 been entirely fruitless ; a few slight benefits have been

E received, such as the power now possessed by Members of
) having copies of the annual report of the Council sent to
them without a yearly renewal of the application. One

s result of this concession by the Council is that we are able
to form some estimate as to the number of Members who

take any interest in their own College. Last year 540

Fellows and 2505 Members applied to have the report sent
, to them ; this year only four more Fellows, but 740 more
. Members, asked for the report. So we may conclude that

at present more than 3200 Members of the College are

sufficiently interested in its doings to be willing to write
for the annual report; moreover, the number is increasing
at a rapid rate. All this, so far as it goes, is good ; but

when we consider that less than 50 Members were present
at the annual meeting we have some misgivings as to

the extent of their interest. Certainly most of the

Members live out of London and many of those in London

are unable to spare the hour or two required for the

meeting, but surely there are more than 44 Members who



1639

have at heart the interests of their College and can find
the time to be present. That only six Fellows appeared is
not so much to be wondered at, for the Fellows have not

succeeded even once in obtaining a quorum at a Fellows’

meeting during the last three years. Moreover, the matters

brought forward are of more importance to the Members
than to the Fellows and so it must be a matter of regret to
all who are interested in the advancement of the College of

Surgeons that its Members do not attend in their hundreds
on the only occasion in the year when they are invited to
assist at the deliberations of the governing body of the

College.
The agenda of the meeting included the presentation of

the report of the Council and the discussion of any motions
with regard to which notice had been sent previously to the

secretary. The report itself is a pamphlet of 46 pages, which
describes fairly,fully all that has happened to the College
during the past academical year. It was obviously impossible
to discuss even superficially all the 26 items with which the

report deals, so that the speakers confined themselves to one
or two points. One Member, Mr. E. DENNIS VINRACE, inter-

rogated the President as to the meaning of the replies given
by the Council to some of the resolutions carried in 1901.

It cannot be said that matters were advanced in any degree
by this procedure, for the President merely answered that
the Council had considered the resolutions and had not seen

fit to accept them.

The motions brought forward at the present meeting were
four in number. One introduced by Mr. J. BRINDLEY JAMES
and Mr. F. W. COLLINGWOOD concerned the need that the

title of "Doctor should be available for London students

after passing the Conjoint examinations. With these

aspirations we have the fullest sympathy, for we know the

great difference this title makes to those in general practice ;
but it is only a part of a much greater subject, for it con-

cerns the whole question of the granting of licences to

practise and it cannot be dealt with here.
Another motion had to do with the question of the

admission of strangers to the gallery during the annual

meeting. We cannot imagine that any large section of the

public would feel the faintest wish to listen to the debates

of the Fellows and Members, but possibly here and there
some member of the profession, not a Fellow or a Member of
the College, or perhaps a student, might care to be present.
Intrinsically there would be no harm if strangers were

admitted, but the motion has been defeated on both the
occasions on which it has been brought forward.
The other two motions, which were carried by large

majorities, both had to do with the question of the repre-
sentation of Members on the Council, the first motion main-

taining that the question is not closed, as the Council had

affirmed, and the second motion urging that as the receipts
from the examinations for the Membership were the chief
source of income of the College, while the Fellowship
examinations only just paid expenses, it was unfair that the
Members should have no share in the government of the

College. We have dealt so often and so fully with this

subject that we need say but little now. Of the justice of
the claim of the Members to participate in the election of
the Council there can be no doubt. To say that there is by
the, present Charter a legal disability is no answer to the

Members’ claim-a new Charter can easily set right that

wrong. Time after time, year after year, at every
annual meeting for 19 years, the Members have brought
forward their claims, have advanced their arguments,
and have carried resolutions, but all in vain. The

Council remains deaf to their petitions. Why is this ? 

We are sure that several members of the Council are

not indifferent to the claims of the Members ; they feel their

justice, but they believe that no large proportion of the

Members desire the franchise, for there has never been

any definite evidence that the great mass of the Members
concern themselves in the very slightest degree with the
affairs of the College. Moreover, the attitude of the

Fellows, when the question of the representation of the

Members was put to them, was certainly at first sight
opposed to the Members’ claims, for a majority of nearly
two to one voted against granting any representation to the
Members. Herein, however, lies a fallacy, for only about 50

per cent. of the Fellows voted, and we may not unreasonably
conclude that the majority of those Fellows who did not

vote were not really opposed to the Members’ aspirations
but did not trouble to express their opinions. Thus the

matter stands at present. Success in the future will depend
on two things. Firstly, it will depend on the Members them-
selves. They must show that tl ey have a lively sense of the

importance and the value of the right of representation on
the Council. The attendance of t he Members at the annual

meeting must be greatly increa-ed, so that the Council

may see clearly that the Members do indeed ardently
desire that for which they ask. Secondly, however, it

depends on the Fellows. More than 200 Fellows expressed
the opinion, in reply to the questions of the Council,
that it was desirable that some representation should

be granted to the Members. It is by invoking the aid of
those Fellows who are friendly to their cause that the

Members will be best able to bring pressure to bear on the
Council. At least three members of the Council are

appointed every year, and as there are only 24 in all

on the Council a majority of that body is appointed every
four or five years, therefore the power of the Fellows can be

easily and rapidly brought to bear. Along that line only we
consider progress to be possible. That the Members will

ultimately obtain the franchise we have not the slightest
doubt, but how soon the boon will be obtained depends
chiefly on themselves.

"THE Meaning of a Profession."
WE publish in the columns of THE LANCET addresses

of various kinds delivered by various people to various

bodies. Sometimes it is a learned professor speaking to an
almost equally learned aujience who demands our space,
sometimes it is a teacher casting the words of wisdom

before those who are about to begin their education.

This frequent experience gives us, we think, the right to
claim that we know a really good address when we see one.
And the oration of Professor WILLIAM SMART, published
in our last issue, was thoroughly good and valuable, going
directly and simply to the fundamental question of the

true status of the medical profession. No person, indeed,
who is not a professed economist could talk so simply yet so


